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TOMtH ¥^f» Tnf*TOT"T 

TgZfi, 15 fadHl, 2003 

*1. ^/11/2003~T^HhA~^i wth ^RT 3^#^, 1963 (1963 ^ 38 ) Wt «TRT 48 % 3RFf?T 944 iflfed4f 94 

TRW ^ ^ ™ ^ eTT^ TTTT 4#T3Tf *KT oTT^ T Ttr Wlf sfk %TTTT-TfSEr Wlf % 

KPT 9R% % fap? 4T TO ^TRT ^ 9TRT WTI9 9^ ^T% BT9 W^T ^TT^T % 3FpTR T^T^JRT ‘ 

^l^qi 94Ff 9R9T 1j I 

^4^ mtm ^irt snfafi 

gg^gi 

(#9*44 2003 ^ 10 3 #9 TTftcT) 

^ 9954^4 #4>T3it ^ eTPJ 99 4i^Rt, 4^19 %f93ft 4T7F efFJ 94 494f 3tl4 tfRT-4KJ 9gfaffl Wlf 45t ^14^4 ^41 
9419 4^ % frFJ 999 ^9RT (i^Qd) 4* 9f9T 94919 % fa99 ^ t I 

2.1. % 94# 3RT 3lWl4 4#3lt % #9 99-M4 u T ^ Tf4? 94919 94^9 #9T t #41 94 IJ4> 3fePT 99>4 C F 
% 4t 9 *1 Rl9K #91 3fl 419 ^ | 

2.2. 44 ! ifr ftqfaui ifr #9 3 fq^[ 949T9 % 414, 99$#£t % #f# 27 f^41*94 2002 % 3P# 44 ^RI cft9 

I 4I9T 9>t 94? 499*fi 9#9T 9F^ 

9* 3* 4f sft 3?(4 #5et 949T9 44 TJ4> 4RJ39 4J49l£ 3?p?l#9 9>t 9fl ^ A 9* 414 ** 9*§9 4K*ff 44 ^ 31eRT » ^^4 ^ 
f^4T4 4^ 44 fVN toT 44124 I 

3 . 1 . X?gf4^¥r^t % f^ranr % 1^f> ^ oTR, ^4144^^4^4?^^ cIT^'HEHfctd M^llci4^fiF 4 t, ? 41 

944414# ^ 94414 31^444 4>. 700/- 9^ 4^441 ^1 44 ^4? 4F# ^ cf4T4T 3f[ 4T454I I cWj'HK, 40^50 4)4^144, % 

cft4 3f444t tcf4 £F4rjH19 4^ 944T#14?( ^ 1- 


45*141. 

firaro 

44 (Wl!^) 

(i) 

^fl4>#t 4^T e44 49 

45.425/-9^^W 

(ii) 

ciclq 'fi<t>f3ff 4T4T dl^l 441 4>l 4 ll 

^.37/-9fil4i44r 

(iii) 

E44T-4t2J yefttlcl wnl 

4tW A 91^44 4T4H 4>Hll b MRd 

44t^4TM 4444 20% 3|RlRiW 9414 


2648 GV2003 
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3 . 2 . A fW % fa ^ ?g #r gg ^i4-otrr m-m ?Tcn t, ^rfc^ ftrfa ftf^o4 g^g 

-lM u g ; afR ^fcig Id^Rd *1 'dSflPld clFRi t^II t I 

V 

3.3. 26 2002^3^^1 KR^f^n^n I 

4. * PtafRd gwtft yf^'Mi tf> SFJ^IR, g»i«5Wl<£) W y*dM wRld \jmmVi<t>ti 1 >ei*io-i1 gt 'dH<$ (c^Rwl cfr fcPJ ^3fT TRJT I 

5. ^ gg4WT<?l g?) ^5 tg> ^cRI ^ 3 #3 ftg? W I v3W t, gg4M<9 t 

3gr¥f fcgfrFTT y^d g?t t R»m<w PlMl^dK t > 


gmn g?r femM g? , - ■ . 

£JRT A y-dlcH ?gg>T-^g5T 3fR 3IcTT-aicFI Btt | j^cPIl fa?ta M^ u il, ’Tift feTH^t 3Jlfe ^ fcig i fg ygid4l ^ TtSTeH 

A a^rt^cT ^rt Mt ft gf3t ggn# gft zfim «ter aifeg> tl<n I, gttt A g^r wi ^ fcig Mfar gg ^ fg ggt gt 
20% 3rte WRd tor mi t t 


3T^^RT? 3?R WRF?H gft fepiftpft 

0) Wf gt gt f*FT fag fapi3?t % fag fag-fag % mti ^ f, fagfa g5R"I fgi SET tfal t I gR^g A, 

3 ?Rm ydfa gfag 60 gfag ^ xgitft 1 afrg ?*ftfag ^Ff efFRT gt <RF 90 gfaflt 9 R ^dldi, «Rflfa WRRc! gg 
gmit, 3tg>gfffa!T i 

(ii) tcRt 3fR giforfait ^ gw ^ 3w ^ efaid Arafat g|R ^fag % gw gg m gmr T?m t fag) gfe 
gnfad fa^i vim* ct gR^gg ye+dd gt gfci <£lt^ dFid vic^'ja*Tlg ws vjrnpfl. i gi'Wg t, y^iRid «Rt ^ htn 
^rt gRtgRt % g?R?R gR ft>gi ggr ^fi g^i gtf wt grdT i 

(jjj) oisj guiF^ / gF^»R jwicw 'Fgg 3igt ^fFR cut t gr 3igt gt^3R ^ggtg g^gi «gidi mri*^ gRt t ct 3i^tg 
R?Fn cig> ^ ggn g?f vgi^ 11 

(iv) ci^tg gi^iigM gt gtcRnft?i gR% g^t ?RgFi gt ggr^^ft gt gtt g? ^gig ggH gR^ % icig Rj. 55/-gfii 

m % Wftg ym gft gmi A ^iggsit ^rt ciig gg cr£ta grnf 37 /- gfii eg g?r gg Wf^r w 

ggOTgt l 

(v) fg^er tot % 3 iwr g? g? ggr t gg> si^l Am gwi 1800 % 2000 #.g. gggf di^t t i 37/- gfri gg g?t g? 

gw ^ici-craiscil % w^cH g? fipgr ggi ggion ^pi ^ q^et hicTi i 

6 . gg^g A, 24 3 #i 2003 g>t gritog A> gggtw A ggw ^gggit ^ yi sft l ^ ^gggrt A gg^M 3 fR wfeg 

wtarlfsit t 3TWf W R3T gr ! 

7 . 1 . vjRTif^> gggg ^gggit A PMg term ggi sir, ggM^l A, #* 1^1 ^igigt siferm 3fR ^gcp «ng ^qgVigjftt g^t 
cncfr digg ^1 Icrg^r g^g gRt; ^ wfeg vJMgVi^dfeit gt feg^it ^R w (cifgR>iiiI gg sptft ^sng m 3i^#r ffcgr 

ggigr 1 


7.2. ^rnif^P, ^gM<?l alRgw- vdH4 l j i <t)dM g?t3?R ci%! ^gr i ^ gg, ggg^i a#ag fipfa % ^ig 3^t gftw ggf gsn 

t, ywiftd g^ gt 31 ^enf 2003 gg> gg?f ^nlgg ggn fegiggreg, ^ g^t gft 31 ami 2003 gr a#ag ^31^1^1 

wj, ^^^^g^tit^mggigftjgiggian t 


8.1. ^gggit A Mg to gg? an, gglM A jramt 3 ifeg?g A g?et 3 |R gi^ A, wgtg^rt gst girt 

wgg f^g g^gg fogy 1 1 ^ri jr^ci gsg Pihi^k t: 


(i) %n^Higg,gTRig^dgRgg«rM^g^aft^gi 3 itt> 3 nciRg?gncpfcfcTgtg^t; 3 fR, 1 ggjgg 2002 31 gM 2003 

(ii) ggg g^nf^i gg, ^Rgl^ giggT 3 fR 3 ri wftggRiteit A f^gi t, %r g^t sirg^ % fsrgr 11 

(tii) ^gcp SRi ggm % ai%?oi % gicl 3 fR grafo gig #Rq gt g^ 3 fR %gig ggn gRt g§t gnw gdgicgg> 

ft cjy u i ’?r^ gfR^fig^ Rigi t: 


t$.A. 


5WRl^l3iraR 

f^Ri gg m ^gi 
ggn ^ gn& t, 

^tgig ggn % fcig 
sro^g^cfpra 

f»^ TJUlRft A> 
3TJW g#d SRI 
^gyfaggggrc 

(i) 

nT^{ 3 f| gRI dtq ^PJ 

g^gfw 

370.00 

214.64 

207.47 

(ii) 

g^tg ^igggfl ^rt grigr ggi g^it 

gfciw 

24.00 

14,18 

12.43 

JM. _ 

EH!i^H 

gfe w 


306.61 

268.70 
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(tv) yRcf 4, 55 5*ftetl gnfenftg'l 3?R 5miW gglcR-^THtyTfttfftg)) ft gTJcf dtjf l4 

xtr I T35ft3N^y5gragyywtgRgFWI%ft>dft 1.11.2002 ft 31.3.2003 7R) WT ft 5.76 cFft? Wl 3fftg> 5l4 
grfttyftf | 

8 . 2 . 557 wt yuiift yy xjyftywfcit g?i ftRftift yy xjHDflft & ^ef yygra ft ftgry-ftyft ftRT yyr % ftryf yy ygr awr y^°i ft* 
ysy ft grTforf eft yfi yft 11 

8.3. jJTT 5W5 ft ftdft) 30 ^1 2003 fttRg) fty ftg3d ^dl4 yftflgftft |^n ^fg^rT ^dl4 ft, ft, gRT yygd gfHcl 

- 'WIT gft dfty ftwft gRT ygftdd Wit fty ftgJT3Tt gRT oTR 55 cp^ftgft ft> ftgft % ftTTTR % ^RSTFTT I yydlftd gft ft), ftgR ygM Wft ft) 
ftR qRgfftg) cTFTcT ft 3te ftft ft* ftgft 4 ^r4PM <PT WIT 2TT fail'kllfad gy ft> 1eR 5ggR gft 31W5I WTT grffty gfcgT 5143 

ftftyiJ? J lRllft£l 35 3R^S ^*1 u l 3155151 WTT 5lfxR | 

9 . ^Rnfcp 14 2003 gft ftgyd gwf ft, g^i ftrwi ywy ft fftfty ta yyi «rr. ijyltftSt % da ygt <ft yrftteiT gft % frryift 

ftsRtfj ^ ftgj ygFT gRft gft gy ft 3Tfftg> % I ddjTTK. ^TT^ ftlwft gRT cTR 55 Wftyft ft) foR 3?R fttWJt gRT c!R 5XJ Wit ft) ftR 

gftftarfftgKTy^gifttwftgjTyygrafftTyTftfftHgftyy ‘ntHH yRgftgyj^tgftynyft t t 

10. $tt 3W14 wr?t ft Tiffed yfftryr yrfftwy <P wifay ft> 4 vWd&j % | gra <ft yf fc^Nl 3tK ftftfftg yeft ft? 

deft ft? y i 7iiPi<P ystt <Fl am ^ ^ wpt l 4 f^PRT rtt^ %rar?e www.tariffauthority.org ^R^t^TeT^r t I 

11. ^7T gw 7 ! ^ <pr^ ^ ^RT^f ^Bfd ^£RT3Tt ^ WRftfl ^ TT^t ^ PinR-lfed f&Tft TJJRcft t : 

(i) Wf gRT ■%WT ^RR ggFF W4 ^ IcR g^t ^> ft#RJ %5 ^^41^ 4> FfcfTcT ^Jt W aicFT yc»R u l WT3TT W TFT t 3^ 

5W! 4 7T4l yiTTPlcp ^51f?R^r7 fcRTJ ^TT ^R §7ttleR kR ^ tpl ^ tfTSTRTT TRT I 1 $7tMcR 

^ xRdTg ^T 7?R gpdTSFTt fcR uTt TJcl JR7TR 4 Wl# gf^TT 3TR»T % 4Tg JIFd §TJ ^1 %4'f w l P^tRd cp^ 4?t R^PRT TT^T 

1 

(ii) ytfa(h^»l % gRT ^T 5Rcrra 4 g3TR ’R WlttRT g^l <f>i 3)jHlqd 5gH W f^TT t I WT ^1 ^T 5M? 4 

f^FT ^1 ^TyTR^7t ^ fcR^TRg ywifacl <T?t % I ^T(^) y^TTR 4 WT gRT^771 ^ TW ^7R ^ 

f^rm 7T7TT ^ I 
i^i' -i» n» v * 

(ui) ?ll^l $|R‘I (clft^>s (T^R^ReT) ^ \icr^<a ft>4l %1^5 4l«W gRT cTR’R^^R ^ fcR "7>. 425 1- jrfcT oi^ix Tpt 

ciMm '7r4cT ) 1 kJH3l4l<£l gRT 'fl 7 R 17 T y^lcHl ^ 3(feyp u l ^ T 6 cT XRRTReT gRT yfcT ^^R ^RT ^ cll*Kl ^7>. 148/- {ePPRT) Tpt 
gRR4^cT3TftRT% I T3^T ^>. 225/- gfcT W^R ^7 ^ ftPPli^T 45t % I Tn^^T, TRR7RR eft WTT ^ WTd ^Tff t I TO 
^5T 5FTT If^T^J %>T 3frro 60 4R^R ft? 90 4>^i7t #7Tlfe ft) WRRR gRT «TcTR!T ^RTII I ^I?f ^ 

wtt ymftcp #n ft) ^rft xpfttft# gRT M ^trwt ^t 4t ftRir sjtr dt 4t ^7 225/- sift w^r ti sntfr t ^ 

MTH^d's'd cp gsrm ^ wVicj^i ^th TaftT 11 

^4l4l<£) % 3Pf4 'tRilfed 577TR 4, 57T JRTTcFT % ftR ^>. 370/- HfcT 4ft7T g»t ^7 ^T (ft^R cilMcl 4) ftdi) 577TR ft^TT % ^7 
\d'H^» ^Tg d4feiT ^ vjsyim d'H-l 3ifeq)d*i 10% fljVdl "741^17 ftxxi % ftt'd'fl ^7 ^. 333/- yfci cjj^'R ft v>ir 41 ! uRrift) WT#i 
%^4ftjRftRnt,%mggHwl^tWRi^.2i4.64 5ft<i)*^'fy^rg5HTit^m^74t^T|ff3toR4 7 ift ITiftwi, 
gRT ?7T 3TWR ^T 3iftyg u l ^T 9?ft, 57T JldlcH ^ feR, "s’^’cl tPl. cRTcl >P. 204.47 <^dl^ yfftt % 1 '4F HMl vj|jdi % ftp gTR 
4^ ^fttgfT 31jMlftd ^ ^ftR 5RH Wl 4?1 gRt % 3(ftcP % I ^fftr fcR, ^ni ?P3Rg cBR ^Pt 4dR ^ 

3TR?44)7IT 7<fl<PR # % TTlft) ^RRg-^TT5T «Tgd 3Tftf4> ^ ^TR I ft)^ $7T HlMcl 4, JRdlftd ^7 ^ftT 5RH w4 4?t dl 4 ld % 

^7T3tet I ?TTft» yiftftdd, gTRI TR7TR 3 yTdlftd g?t ^ ft^tft, ^ g^TTftl 4 y>Wlftd g?t ^T WIR % ?ft| ^1 ^ 
ftWIT^RTlt I ?TR>r ^ ?T? yiftdRUI ^PT3tt gRI dR ^R <P^d>7l 4> ftR ^. 250/- gfclftftTT g^7 Pwtfttf WTT % i 

(iv) -fl4»Titt gRI cTR ^R Wit ^ 'fftEf ^1, XRR7RR 3fR% ^ % ftp 9Mlftd g^7 & 3lR ^ \3cfft 

Wft^ftRg^^.15/- 5fcT ^T cR) ^ttftd ^tq ! ^ 3T^#T ^R, ^41^1% gRT HR ^R Wit % foR 

g? "7>. 21.60 5fcT ^ {%R ggpT ftR ftR) W Wn ^ft)R W ftRTT % I Jd: 4? g 5 ? ^ftl 5dH^ft ^ oTFTcT {^. 14.11) 
#7 Wctt ^ 3Tf7TR OlcTTlH gRT ^4 cTPTd (^. 12.43) % g^d 3?ftgT % I fvRT 9Wf ^ft>F3Tt gRT HR ^ g)'^^ 
gtt g^t ^ '^ETR ftlgT/W % d^tt 5WT cf^tg gRT cTR’R Wit 4?) Mtdfftd 5Rt ?t 4t '^EIR ftR vfft 4)) 3ITWTWT % I 
Softly d^ftf ^tgJTSjl gRI cTR "gx? "Wit fcR 1>. 15/- 5rfcT gg gtt •Jl'Wl g^T g»l ft>4l ^Hdl % ) 

(V) ETRl-^TEg yeftdd Wit %> IcR ^>. 20% 3lftftgd cPlft ^T XfR^Ptftt gRT 3R^d #{^RT gftcRPRT Wf TScTT % 1 5^ET ti«Hr 4, HM€l 
%x^^ wg^ t ft) c4n?^g4r^TRgR^3fmw^y?TO^ cRRT wngift^ lilTdlfta 

g7 g>t ar^ftgg JTglg gR^ WT, gg f'Re t^gT vJOdT % ft> g? ?»TR, ETRT WZ 4 Wfrg vWTR ^R 3lWI gvRt THTO Wt 
fcR cFIFTT '4R J TI I 

(vi) ?tt y^rra yy 3 wt % ftgR gR4 g>r wi iz& garor ^ t I Tift *toiR<p % ftR, ^ 3R7M 4 ftfta ctftt 
yglcftt g)l ^ 'HJ/IxtdWt ^ 3RptcT cTFTT #11 H^T 577114 4 3Rj[ftftd ^R»T g^t y? % I g^ftR. ?g #T ydld^t 
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% fcN 37t ip 3 TTTlfctf 3Fjg*rl if ~m tt. 22,23 afr? 24 77 *iNcM ^gfa?r ?Ptt njj? %ttoi 37 

fcTT^T ^ fcP? T? f*M3 <t> SFJ^T IpU JIWW *t 3l^4lfc»cl *tPR°F 3$ ^ ^>4ct 3lfe4>d+l 3$ 3?R <b<lel TJcfi cp$ forj 3181^3 1 

3nEJjr? 2003 7* 30 Rt< 3^ 2004 I 1 33^77 2004 37l 77 5% <PT ^fecPf'Jl 3TO cf^^TI I 

12.1 Tf^TFRWT, 3tl7 3TC7 Hrq 377^ 7* $R W ft3T7-fa7?l % W 77 3? STTf^RT 377FT *1 g3f tf\ Ttfcqt if- jmRcl 

ftfer srerc t^s-iv cfi ^ 7 - 73 ^ ( 73 ) % ^ wms (7) 3ft argTpft 3 ?P 7 wn 22,23 3^7 24 % t*t 3 ^fiwi y5id*il % PinfaR'id 

3tecT7 37* 3*t tff^Hfacl T7^ 3*t 3Fffff37 H3R 3>77T I :- 



73/ 

7717 37 

3TOR 

WO 

TO STRT ifere 73H 
^7^tRJ 37 

22. 

’fftjJStl SIX! cll^ 7^ 


250.00 

55.00 

(ii) 

etch "fl<r>i3it sixi cfFfi tti 

1 

15.00 

13.00 

(iii) 

7T7T-t?3 ysRciu ttt! 


J ljfcf4l 4 ysRtict Wlf 4? ^ 

20%3to 

* 


12.2. 3fjHffey ^ 1 T^R 2003 ^ TTpft ^1I 

12.3. W7* T?er 3»;JHlfol 3?f^TR ^ 30 ftldHX 2003 cT3> tM I 


3T. cT. 4TPl<*!K, 3?«73J 
[■ro m/iv/i43/03 T 2TOmR^] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 15th September, 2003 

. • • * 

No. TAMP/11/2003-MBPT — In exercise of the powers conferred under Section 48 of the Major Port Trust Act, • 

1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby approves the proposal of the Mumbai Port Trust for fixation 
of rate for providing stevedoring services for container brought by barges, cargo brought by coastal barges and cargo 
handled in mid-steam as in the Order appended hereto. 

The Mumbai Port Trust - - - - Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 10th day of September 2003) 


This case relates to a proposal received from the Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) for 
fixation of rate for providing stevedoring services for container brought by barges, cargo brought by 
coastal barges and cargo handled in mid-stream. 

/ 

2.1. The MBPT has submitted a proposal for fixation of rates for the stevedoring services 
taken over by it which is being considered as a separate case. 

2.2. Subsequent to its original proposal for fixing stevedoring rates, the MBPT vide letter 
dated 27 December 2002 has requested to include the stevedoring rates for three activities in its 
original proposal. Since the usual consultation process was already initiated and also a joint hearing 
was held on the earlier proposal, It was decided to consider the subsequent reference made as a 
separate case. 

3.1. The MBPT has pointed out that the operation involved in carrying container by barge 

differs from the container carried out by ship’s crane hence the rate of Rs.700 per box as per its 
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original proposal cannot be levied in this case. Accordingly, on review, the MBPT has proposed 
stevedoring rates for the three components as stated below: 


Sr. 

No. 

Particulars 

Rate (in Rs.) 

(0- 

Containers brought by barges 

425/- per box. 

(ii). 

Cargo brought by coastal barges 

37/- per tonne 

(Hi). 

Cargo handled in stream 

Rates prescribed for similar cargp handled 
at docks plus 20% additional charges 


3.2. The MBPT has pointed out that since the transaction of these three components are 
not frequent the financial implication will be very negligible; and thereby revised cost data in the 
prescribed format has not been furnished. 

3.3. This proposal was approved by the Board of Trustees of the MBPT on 26 November 
2002 . 

4. In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the MBPt proposal was 
forwarded to concerned user organisations for their comments. 

5. The comments received from the above users were forwarded to the MBPT as feed 
back information. In response to it, the MBPT has furnished its comments which are summarised 
below: 

On the comments of the MANSA 

The operations in stream are sporadic and isolated mainly for special consignments, heavy 
lifts, etc. Since the risk involved in carrying out these operations are slightly higher than the 
enclosed dock system, rates have been fixed at 20% higher than the rates prescribed for 
similar service at the docks. 

On the comments of the INSA and SSL 

(i) . The port has to deploy two different separate gangs for two different barges resulting 

in double expenditure. In fact on an average each barge carries 60 boxes, and, 
therefore, it would be incorrect to spread the cost on 90 boxes throughout as 
presumed by the SSL. 

(ii) . In addition to payment of salaries and wages It has to incur expenditure towards 

payment of terminal dues and pension payments which if included, the per TEU cost 
of handling the container would increase considerably. In fact even the operating 
expenditure incurred by the port for handling containers is not covered at the 
proposed rate. 

(iii) . The'rebate to the extent permissible is granted whenever the agents/container 

operators bring their own gear or prefer to use their spreader. 

(iv) . With a view to encourage coastal traffic it is proposed to fix the stevedoring rate for 

coastal cargo brought by barges at Rs. 37/- per tonne as against the present charge 
of Rs.55/- per tonne for providing on board stevedoring services for steel coil. 

(v) . Based on the earlier records it is observed that a single barge brings approximately 

1800 to 2000 MT of cargo. The proposed rate of 37/- per tonne does not cover even 
the operating expenditure incurred by the port for handling the steel coil. 

6. A joint hearing in this case was held on 24 April 2003 at the office of this Authority. At 
the joint hearing, the MBPT and the concerned users have made their submissions. 
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7.1. As decided in the joint hearing, the MBPT was requested to furnish details of cost to 
user prior to and after it taking over the stevedoring operation; forward the same to the concerned 
users for their comments and also give its observations on the comments thereon. 

7.2. Since the,case had not matured for a final decision in view of the action pending on 
the part of the MBPT and the port users, adhoc approval was accorded to the proposed rates till 31 
July 2003. The adhoc rate approved were further extended till 31 August 2003 or notification of the 
final rates whichever is earlier. 


8.1. As decided in the joint hearing, the MBPT has furnished a detailed analysis of cost to 

user prior to and after its taking over the stevedoring operation. The main points made by the MBPT 
are as follows: 

(i) . Cost of service has been worked out based on actual deployment of labour and 

supervisory services; and, the performance of boat, barges and vessels for the period 
1 November 2002 to 31 March 2003 has been taken into consideration. 

(ii) . The rate proposed now is without the supply of gear as requested by the MANSA and 

the other users. 

(jjj). Comparison of the stevedoring rates prior and after it taking over the stevedoring 
operation and the cost of providing the service is tabulated below: 


Sr. 

No. 

Particulars 

Basis 

of 

charge 

Rate at which 
service is 
provided 
' (without gear) 

Cost 

incurred for 
providing 
the service 

Per Tonne 
charges 
payable by 
Agent as per 
earlier system 

(i). 

Containers 
brought by 

barges 

Per 

box 

370.00 

214.64 

207.47 

m 

Cargo brought by 
coastal barges 

Per 

tonne 

24.00 

14.18 

12.43 

(iii). 

Cargo handled in 
stream 

Per 

tonne 

140.40 

306.61 

268.70 


(iv). In case of stevedoring, even the operating wages of the on board labour, supervisory 
staff and allied staff could not be recovered. It has substantiated its proposal by 
stating that an expenditure of Rs.5.76 crore has been incurred more than its income 
for the period 1.11.2002 to 31.3.2003. 

8.2. The comments of the users on this working has been considered in the original 

proposal of the MBPT which is being processed as a separate case. 


8.3. Another joint hearing in this case was held on 30 June 2003. At the joint hearing, the 

MBPT explained the cost calculation furnished by it with reference to cargo handled from coastal 
barge and containers brought by barges. With reference to the proposed rate being higher than the 
actual cost of providing the services, the MBPT pleaded that item wise approach should not be 
adopted and a holistic view of the total stevedoring activity should be taken. 

9. As decided in the joint hearing held on 14 July 2003 in the main stevedoring case, the 
MBPT has reviewed the items whose stevedoring rate are higher than the cost of providing service. 
Accordingly, it has submitted that stevedoring rate for container brought by barges and cargo brought 
by coastal barges may be reduced upto a maximum of 10% of the rates at which recovery is presently 
being made. 

10. The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at the 
office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the concerned 
parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These derails are also available at our website 
www.tariffauthority.org. 
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11. With reference to the totality of the information coiiected during the processing of this 

case, the following position emerges: 

(i) . The proposal of the MBPT relating to fixation of rates for providing stevedoring 

services by the port is considered as a separate case and ail the relevant issues are 
examined in detail in that case and hence those points are not repeated here. This 
proposal is, therefore, limited only to the extent of fixing of stevedoring rates for the 
three operations which was received subsequent to initiating the consultation process 
in the original proposal. 

(ii) . This Authority has approved the modified rates finally suggested by the MBPT in its 

main proposal. In the main proposal, the port has proposed the rates after analysing 
the market rates for the respective commodities. In this (supplementary) proposal, no 
such analysis is apparently made by the port. 

(iii) . M/s. Shahi Shipping Limited (SSL) have pointed out that the proposed rate of 

Rs.425/- for a container brought by barge (Including the cost of gear) is very high as 
against an approximate cost of Rs.148 per container incurred by it prior to the MBPT 
taking over the stevedoring operations. It has recommended a rate of Rs.225 for a 
container. The MBPT does not agree to the working of the SSL. The port states than 
on ap average 60 containers are discharged by a barge as against 90 barges 
1 considered by the SSL. it may be relevant to mention that even if the productivity as 

stated by the MBPT is considered, the rate works out to Rs.225 per container which 
incidentally tallies with the suggestion of the SSL. 

The MBPT in its revised proposal has proposed Rs.370 per box (without the cost of 
gear) for this operation and after a further review has agreed to reduce the proposed 
rate by a maximum of 10% which wiil work out to Rs.333 per container. Even this 
rate is found to be on the higher side as compared to the cost of providing the service 
of Rs.214.64 per container, as admitted by the port. Incidentally, the cost to vessel 
agents for this operation prior to the MBPT taking over stevedoring was reported to 
be Rs 207.47 per box. It is admitted that the rates for some commodities approved in 
the main proposal are more than the cost of providing services in recognition of the 
need to maintain a reasonable overall revenue target so that revenue deficit wiil not 
widen too much. But, in this case, the proposed rate is far in excess of the cost of 
rendering the service. Further, unlike the rates proposed in the main proposal, the 
rates proposed in the supplementary proposal are not shown to have any linkage with 
the market rates. In view of this, this Authority decides to prescribe a rate of Rs.250/- v 

per box for containers brought by barge. 

(iv) . As regards the cargo brought by coastal barges, the SSL’s objection is that the 

proposed rate is exorbitant and should be restricted to Rs.15 per tonne for cargo 
discharged from coastal barges. 

On the request of the users, the MBPT has agreed to reduce the rate for cargo 
brought by barges to Rs.21.60 per tonne (without supply of gear). This rate is again 
in excess of cost of providing the service (Rs.14.18) and the cost payable by vessel 
agents as per the earlier system (Rs. 12.43). Like the moderation made in the case of 
container brought by barges, the proposed rate for cargo brought by coastal barges 
also needs to be modified. A stevedoring rate of Rs.15/- per tonne for cargo brought 
by coastal barges is, therefore, approved. 

(v) . The justification furnished by MBPT for levying 20% extra for cargo handled 

midstream appears to be reasonable, in this regard, MANSA has made a valid point 
that this additional charge should not be levied for overside handling from a vessel 
berthed. While approving the proposed rate, it is clarified that this charge Is leviable 
only for the stevedoring work carried out on a vessel working at midstream. 

(vi) . The reason for taking up this proposal separately has already been explained. For all 

practical purposes, the three operations covered In the supplementary proposal are 
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a!so to be subjected to the same conditionalities governing the stevedoring rates 
approved in the main proposal. It is, therefore, appropriate to include the rates for 
these three operations as seriai number 22, 23 arid 24 in the schedule of rates 
approved in the original case. In line with the decision taken In the original 
stevedoring rate, the stevedoring rates approved in this proposal shall only be ceiling 
rates and will be valid for one year w.e.f. 1 October 2003 to 30 September 2004. An 
escalation factor of 5% will apply on these rates w.e.f. 1 October 2004. 

12.1. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application 

of mind, this Authority approves incorporation of the following ceiling rates for the stevedoring 
operations in the Schedule in Sub-section (C) below Sub-section (B) of Section-IV, Composite Berth 
Hire Charges in the Scale of Rates charged at the Docks of the Mumbai as serial number 22, 23 
and 24: 


Sr. 

No. 

Commodity / 
Activity 

Basis 

of 

Charge 

Stevedoring rate 
(with out gear) 
(inRs.) 

Ceiling Rate for 
supply of gear by 
the port 
(in Rs.) 

22. 

Containers 
brought by barges 

Per box 

250.00 

55 

23. 

Cargo brought by 
coastal barges 

Per 

tonne 

15.00 

13 

24. 

Cargo handled in 
stream 


. 20% more than the 

applicable rates for 
cargo handled at docks 



12.2. The rates approved will come into effect from 1 October 2003. 

12.3. The interim rates approved earlier will continue to be in force till 30 September 2003. 


A.L. BONGIRWAR, Chairman • 
[No. ADVT m/IV/143/03-Exty.I 
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